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owing o the. Perfeverance of that Houfe, i1 &
Meafure which nothing but a determined Refolution,
to evade an Appeal to His Majefty, by. refufing
the Lower Houfe an. Agent,. could bave induced
them pertinacioufly to adbere to. Let it then be

allowed (as I have obferved before) that theip

Honours- were right in rejecting the Aflefiment
Bill, becayfe it wis too faulty to be amended, and.
that the Lower Houfe were rightin perfevering in
it, becaufe they thpught a_ Bill upon that Plan,
might be. made a good Qne; yet as ‘neither of
' the Houfes had a Right to decide for the other,

and perhaps both in fome Particulars were wrong,

it follows, that the Houfe which propofed the on-
ly poffible Expedient. of fettling the Difference,
were upon the' whole right, and the Houfe which
oppofed and fruftrated this Expedient, were upon
the: whole wrong. - With this View, among
others, the Lower Houfe offered the Upper Houfe
a Bill for the Support of an Agent-in -London,
which their Honours were pleafed to réje®, and
are therefore, with humble Submiffion to better
Judgments, chargeable with all the Conféquen-.
ces. It would redound much more to the
Honour of the Gentlemen who compofe the Yp-
per Houfe, to forward an Accommodation of our

unhappy Mifunderftandings, by this rational Mea- .

fure, than to endeavour to throw an Odium upon-

the -other Branch, by the little Expedients of

Opinions gbtained upon éx Parte Reprefentationg;-
of Meffages thrown -in juft at the Clofe of a Sef-
fion, and Addrefies to the Governor, filled with-
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